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Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
It is not see that any and all cereal products would have an increased bowl 
life after treatment with water. It is not seen that oatmeal or rice would 
have an improved bowl life as a result of the claim process. An 
amendment to the claim specifying the type of cereal to be processed 
would overcome the rejection. Specifically an amendment to the claim 
inserting the substance of claim 7 into claim 1 would overcome the 
rejection. 

Claims 7-15, 27-30 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 16-20 are allowed. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the 
basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 21-26 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bloch. 

Bloch discloses treating pistachio nuts to remove the shells. The 
shelf-lifof the nuts may be improved by the addition of preservatives to the 
treatment water (column 2, lines 64-68). The nuts are treated by placing 
the nuts in water and subjecting them to water under superatmospheric 
pressure for a period long enough to split the shells of the nuts. After the 
shells are removed, the nuts are then dried to a 6% moisture content. The 
claims appear to differ from the reference in the recitation of drying the nuts 
back to their original moisture content because the original moisture 
content is not given. But harvested nuts are known to have a now moisture 
content. It is appreciated that spraying water over the nut is not disclosed 
in the reference but no unobvious or unexpected result is seen from the 
way the water contacts the nut. Also it is appreciated that mild abrasion is 
not disclosed in Bloch but the extent of abrasion in the nuts is seen to be 
dependent upon the amount of nuts that are packed into the original 
processing container. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to utilize the process of Bloch to increase the shelf life of a nut. 
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Applicant's arguments concerning the rejections set forth in the last 
office action are persuasive. According the rejections have been dropped. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

The caplus abstract to "Texture" describes "bowl-life" without 
described the process set forth in the claims. The reference to Hickey 
(3,342,607) describes hydrating and redrying milo cereal grain without 
described anything with regard to bowl life. The reference to Efstathiou 
(5,258,189) describes rehydrating cereal with solutions containing vitamins 
without describing any changes in bowl life and without using "substantially 
pure water". The reference to Olson (3,976,793) utilizes an aqueous 
solution of sugar to improve the crispness of cereal but attributes the 
improvement to sugar crystals. The reference to Fan (4,988,521) applies 
an aqueous solution containing salt to cereal without describing anything 
relating to bowl life. The references to Potter teaches drying foods and 
relates case hardening, porosity and bulk density to the rate of drying of the 
foods. The reference does not discuss rehydrating cereal, potato chips or 
nuts. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Carolyn A Paden whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-1403. The examiner can normally be reached on 
Monday to Friday from 7 am to 3:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Milton Cano, can be reached on (571 ) 272-1 398 or 
by dialing 571-272-1700. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted 
no later than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, 
should preferably accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be 
clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 
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